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By DANA ADAMS SCHMIDT
Special to The New York Times
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velopment as a means of
ing the arms race between the
great powers.
{In Washington, the De-
fense Department said that
the Joint Chiefs of Staff had
recommended heavy protec-
tion ;gainst missiles for 50
of the nation’s 1argest cities.l
Mr. Kosygin's remarks were
made at a news conference
given by tne Forcign Press
Association. More than 500 re-
porters watched him answer
extemporaneously for more than
an hour,
U.8. Seeks Understanding

United States officials have
tentatively sought an under-
standing with the Soviet Union
that would bar 2 new expensive
race in the construction of anti-
pallistic missile systems. ‘Wash-
ington officials have reported
that Moscow has pegun install-
ing such systems in some parts|:
of the Soviet Union. .

The Soviet leader did say,)
however, that he foresaw the
conclusion “soon”. of, &, trca.‘ty '
to bar the spréad of ‘nutlear
weapons.  *© R R

The most portant “grspéict
of such a treaty from the Soviet
point of view, he made clear,|;
is to keep nuclcar weapons out
of German hands.

The danger that the Soviet
Union was peginning 1o build
an antiballistic missile defense‘
system was reported by Presi-
dent Johnson in his Sfate of
the Union Message on Jan. 10.

Limited Antimissile System

He said that while increasing
their offensive missile capabili-
tics, the Russians had begun te
place a «ltmited antimissile de-
fense” mnear MOSCOW. He said
the United States was not pre-
pared to spend great amounts
of money now on such a defense|
system.

The Sovict Premier declined
to reply dircctly on what he
acknowledged as “an important
problem  of military policy.”
Instead he asked this question:

«What heightens military ten-
sion in the world more: an
offensive or & defcnsive!
system ?” ~

His reply was that “a system
that serves to ward off an at-
tack does not heighten the ten-
sion but serves to lessen the
oibility of an attack that!
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